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THE SHARECROPPERS AND THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION ' 

re -'* a ^^- on °T sharecroppers to the American revolution necessi- 
^ates a complete understanding of the farm question. To miscomprehend 
the position of agriculture in the United States means first, to have an 
erroneous view of the agrarian tasks the coming revolution will have to 
face* Secondly, flowing from that false conception will necessarily 
follow the establishment of ari incorrect relationship between the pro¬ 
letariat and .the farmers. 

The pattern of Southern tenancy was set at the end of the Civil War. 

Ihe war, which represented the victory of industrial capital over the 
slave economy, resulted in a gradual decline of agriculture with only 

?oc? S il 0n ?Ar, S ^ Urt;s to rriar S® nera l picture. Prom the period of about 
ib61 to 1896 the farmers as a whole did not share in the gains arising 
out of the upward movement of industrial America. After 1896, however, 
due to the rise in prices, the farmersdid get a definite portion of the 
wealth, although their mortgages and indebtedness increased. Of course, 
this rise benefited the upper layers of the farmers only# This is pro- 
ven by the fact that farm tenancy which was 25.6$ in 1880 rose to 55.3$ 
in 1900 and then rose again to 37$ in 1910. Agricultural production 
increased on the whole- the number'of farms rose from 1,449,000 in 1850 
te 5,737,OOO in 1900 and the actual acreage from 293 million to 838 
million. This great agrarian development was. a tremendous factor in the 
upswing of American industry and prosperity. In 1879 the great exports 
'u? ’ lar S el y & result of very serious grain shortage in Europe 

^.TAhich created an increased demand and higher prices for American wheat) 
splayed an important role in the revival and upward movement of prospe- 
The farmers bought large amounts of industrial goods in the form 
of agricultural equipment; the same elements created new markets for 
manufactured consumption goods. The fact that the United States was a 
debtor nation at the time had a lot to do with the gains that were accru¬ 
ing to the farmers. They provided the bulk of the exports which were 
used to pay for the imports of capital and goods which stimulated the 
rapid expansion of American industrialism. This was one of the most im¬ 
portant factors accounting for the relative propsperity of the farmers. 
Their goods were used to pay off the debts of the United States which at 
the time was a debtor nation ( A tremendous amount of foreign capital was 
in the U.S., mostly British) Thus the rise of industrial America carried 
in its wake a momentary upswing in the general conditions of the farmers. 

Change From Debtor to Creditor 

The exploitation of agriculture' was inseparably associated with capita¬ 
list growth; it provided a labor supply, cheap food, raw materials and 
markets and it bore the brunt of the costs of industrialization and 
accumulation in their earlier stages (Also, the debtor position of the 
United States provided propsperity for the farmers in as much as their 
products were used to pay off the debts) 

As Corey says in his 'Decline of American Capitalism'; "The sharp fall 
in agricultural trices, a result of the post war deflation which threw 
most of the burdens of deflation upon the farmers, contributed greatly 
igJ 50 capitalist prosperity-by increasing real wages and releasing urban 
—purchasing power for manufactured goods and by lowering the cost of raw 
materials. In spite of much lower incomes,the farmers were forced by the 
low prices of agricultural products to increase productivity with improved 
: methods and mechanization; the output (less exports) of agricultural ma¬ 
chinery rose from $1#1 million in 1923 to $137 million in 1929. Most far¬ 
mers did not share in the prosperity. But not only was the agricultural 
distress no bar to prosperity, it was _one "of the contributing causesTTKe 

final proof of the decline and hopeless state of American agriculture"- 

(my 'emphasis) 1 ----— 





















From this we see the d ? f J n ^ h ?* a b4?ession prevailed in agriculture. One 
morsj prosperity flourished wn ^° h ^ ie 5^°? t P not be imagined that the 
word of caution must he stressed hexe^L., exclusively 

causes of the decline in *=^ican <M 5 J u jre a:^ lft 
in the domestic scene. The decline, not .oa~ 7 n. ^ arena - whence flow*. 

counts, is inextricably related^to_the_inter t investigated too deeply 

the general decline. (This last point will not he in J h Qf ^ itlon 
- « - ou, 

topic. 

The World War,as we know, witnessed^the United ^^^^nation. This re- 

the front ranks of the world American imperialism to alter 

versal in position made it incumbent upon American W therefrom 

its policy. The creditor position and tbv ada £f^ 1937 roport to the ?re- 
are adequately summed up by Henry Wall.ace in h ^ ^ b J ancG of payments 

sident: "Our debtor-creditor ^Ji^VSoditofSoSntry, As such, it 
bear upon our foreign trade. This s m0 re goods and services than 

Should be prepared to buy ab J*oad relatively more^ooas ^ their 
it sells. Otherwiso the countries in d.e after the war and also 

meats.” Herein isthe key to the chang® S/nnlicv of the Hoosevelt govern- 
the present day reciprocal ^ade agreements policy^of th & ^ 

ment. The stagnation of world u 6 r J a ^ dt , tQ further the decline of 

tion and the loss of European marke loarn that agricultural 

American agriculture. From the 2*7 Q f totaf exports If the U.S. 
nroducts on the whole comprised only 2 % of 0 ur foreign trade. How 

This is the smallest proportion in the hist rr * act that in ten years 
small that figure really is maybe & a SJ; | ed w of the total exports, 
ending in 1C32 agricultural P roduC p ^ t 0 the tune of sixteen^ 

After the war the U.S. rose to a creditor ' cannot export more 

billions of dollars. A creditor nation like the «£««»<*, ^ from 
than it imports and at the same time oxpoot t - P ? continuously being 

debtor nations (provided of °°nT s ° S^Lli^reshaping its policy with 
made). And so wo have Roosevelt imperialism resnap^g^ wlth th@ 

the view of giving these nations ch^n a h to ge t along on a 

farming population suffering still wore do p|h ofthis hopelessness 

basis of plowing under plus loans. A he actual deptn 

will be brought out below. . . Mnnor) oiy aapitalism 

agricul ture A Boomed Fiel d ynd.r^ono^^.,^ they 

In 1928 the farmers« share oi tb n ^J:°uied’ The farmers' share of the 
constituted IS.6^ of the gainfully P 0iv ! 1 War . -fhe following rates 

national income began to fall af - 1 _ fn-rming was almost a total loss: 

will show that as a business P r ° posl ^ 1 ° n p f 1 ^L 1 S in v G stment fell from 5.4% 

the rate of return on the operators met^capita^inves^^ igge _ 1928 (a ii 

in 1919 to S.7% in 1928 with °nly 1*6% . d aa l Abstract; Statistics of 

figures from Agricultural Yea ^°° k l h f s ver y interesting quote: IT th° 
Income) Again from Corey we ha/o tois ^7 deducted from the farmers 

iuluo Of food produced and ow 5%? Sost of the farmers 

total, their share becomes much small and in the purchase 

income is spent, on the payment of intcrcs^^ expG nses. Their purchase 

of equipment and sU PP lae ^;^alVoids did not account fro more than 7 % 
of both consumption-and capital goods pn n<,umt>tion decreased s harply, is. 

of the total. 

no longer neces^iry To_capitaii£i. P^ r d^ TT -|~ doomo d one. They are dis- 
^nosorST^pc^itTon under monopoTy capivaT^ capita i ism . To prove this Iasi 

of widely held but no so frequently expressed is that, 
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relatively, agriculture no longer constitutes a major factor in our 
^highly industrialized economy. While (the farmers expenditures) are _ 
important and probably as in the case of exports represents a margin on 
which a good proportion of profits are based, they are not largo enough 
to warrant the assertion that the national Welfare depends to an over¬ 
whelming extent upon agricultural prosperity, or that recovery from 
depression can be brought about by restoring farm prices to their pre¬ 
vious levels...In recent years American industry has not been affocted 
substantially by changes in farm purchsing power.” 

We need but to quote a capitalist publication In order to.prove our 
contention that in the present ora agriculture is a doomed field of 
endeavor. As a factor in. the present economy it is nil- a total loss from 
the business point of view as cur figures above proved. 

Farm Income, Prices, Holdings, Population 
The conclusion of the war brought with it, as we- have already established, 
a tremendous drop in prices, income, etc. In 1919 the income (estimated 
in millions of dollars) was $16,935 and in 1933 it was $6,256..From 1921 
to 1929 duo partly to the increased production income rose a little. In 
1929 the decline in agricultural prices was up to.63%1 In 1927 the far¬ 
mers obtained 20 cents a pound for their cotton; it was 16 cents m le2y 

and 6 cents in 1931. In 1933 they obtained 10 cents a pound due to the 
intervention of the government. Three times in five years the price 
jumped more than 40$- once up and twice down!I (Figures from the report 
of the National Emergency Council) % 1932 the gross income of the far¬ 
mers had fallen to 44$ of their 1929 level. It is estimated that in 1928 
'-the farmers (all groups) who constituted 15.6 of the population had but 
15.4$ of the wealth of the country. Sixty years age they had 36/o of the 
wealth of the United States. In 1929, the farmers were 15.5$ of the po¬ 
pulation- a fall of one tenth percent in one year. . 

The number of farms rising steadily from 1,449,073 m 1858 to 6,448,34<s 

in 1920 fell to 6,288,64’ in 1930, a drop of 159,695 farms in 10 years. 

The farm population fell from 31,614,000 in 1920 to 30,447,000 m 1930. 

A surplus farm population appeared in 1909-1919 because of.the small in¬ 
crease in the number of persons working on farms. About this surplus po¬ 
pulation Corey (IBID) says: "It has since grown and_will continue to grow 
as productivity in farming rises and output is stationary or fa-ls. Not 
only have wo the gradual proletarianization of the farm surplus, some¬ 
thing which bids well for the coming American revolution, but we have had 
an absolute, displacement of labor in agriculture. In 1929. American c.rms 

Grave work to 540,000 fewer persons than in 1919. 

American farming is gradually decaying to as hopeless a position as the 
one in which European farming has been for the past century. Long ago wnei 
there appeared a surplus farm population in Europe it was either absoruoe 
• D v the expansion of the native industry or by another method-emigration, 
a' great deal of it to the U.S. And now African farming is product mg a 
surplus population in the era of decay capitalism when industry is unable 
to absorb those who cannot find work on the farm.,-t reminds one of the 
tremendous hordes of people who wandered Europe, dispossessed from choir 
farms, tbeir holdings and their livelihood. Capitalism in its rush to 
greater profits creates the stumbling blocks which will cause it to stop, 

fall and be smashed," 

Holdings a nd Strata -Farm Tenancy 

Lewis Corey estimates' that tiaere are about 500-,000 capitalist farmers, 
200,000 of the middle class type and 3,500,000 of the poor farmers. Thu 
National Emergency Council's report to the President estimates that the 
mortgage debt has been growing steadily for the last twenty years. The 
agricuftural yearbook sHys that in 1935 2,350,313 farms wore mortgaged. 
IS from the same N.E.O. report we learn that .. .a^checkup m 46 scatter 
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hands of corporations, mostly banks .and in su rance companies, w hichjgnd 
Been forced to foreclose their mortg ages, ' 1 , „ 

*" This process has forced more'tnan half of the South s farmers into the 
status of tenants, tilling land they do not own. The Dept, of Agriculture- 
Report for 1937 tolls us that tenants and sharecroppers number about 
2,565,000 persons and represent about 42$ of all of our farmers. 

Farm tonancy, unlike Topsy,did not "just grow". A situation whereby half 
of all tho fertile land of the United b tatcs is tenant farmed needs more 
of an explanation. As we s&idabovo, the present scene was set by the Civil 
War. The slave economy was destroyed. Thousands of former slave owners 
were left with plenty of land but with no labor or capital. Hundreds oi 
thousands of former slaves and impoverished whites were merely left stand¬ 
ing willing to work, but no land. The result was the crop- sharing system. 
Under this system the land was worked by men who.paid for the privilege 
with a share of their harvest. Naturally cash crops were worked- in other 
words those crops which would yield better money payments as against the 
others (Thus today 60% of all the cotton farmers are sharecroppers) As a 
result, over wide areas of the South cash-cropping., .one...crop.. f. 5 J’mi,pg. ana 
tenant farming have come to moan practically the same thing. 

Tenant families form tho most unstable part of tho population. More than 
a third of them move every year, and only a small percentage stay on the 
same place long enough to carry on a five year crop rotation. Such fre¬ 
quent moves are the. result of the traditional tenure system under v/hich 
most renters hold the land by a mere spoken agreement, with no assurance 
that they will bo on tho same place next season. Loss than 2% have written 
leases which give them security of tenure for more than one year. 

Under these circumstances the tenant has no incentive to protect the 
soil, plant cover crops or keep buildings in repair. On the contrary, he 
has every reason to mine the soil for every possible penny of immediate 
cash return. 

Tenancy is very prevalent in the corn, wheat, cotton and tobacco areas. 

In many places in the South the tenants represent more than 8©$ of what 
arc erroneously termed farmers. Approximately 41$ of all tenant farmers 
in the U.S. are in the cotton belt. In corn and wheat 44$ of what arc _ 
called farmers are in reality tenants. Sharecropping works on the basis 
of the cropper receiving half of the pay that the landowner receives at 
the end of the year- out of this he must pay all expenses. When we realize 
that the cropper gets all of his tools and lives on credit we can see his 
actual earnings diminishing to practically nothing. Tho negro sha.recropper 
receives about $182 a year ad tho-white not much more. The sharecropper s 
status can be likened to that of a worker in a company town. Just as the 
latter sees his very small pay diminish before his eyes in the form °f 
payments of debts owed to the company owned stores,etc- so does tho share 1 
cropper find himself continuously in debt to tho landlord. Even the re¬ 
port of the N.E.C. admits this: "...the majority of Southern tenant far¬ 
mers must depend for credit on their landlords or tho ^furnish, merchant’ 
who supplies seed, food, fertilizer. Their advances, in fact, have large! 
replaced currency for a considerable part of the rural- pbpula.ti.cn.* For. .. 
security, tho landlord or merchant takes a lien on the entire crop, whici’rne 
is to be turned over to him immediately after harvest in settlement of cl 
the debt. Usually he keeps the books and fixes tho interest rate. Even lioh 
he is fair and docs not charge excessive interest, the tenants find them* 
selves in debt at the end of the year." The comparison to.a company towi 
is very striking indeed. The workers also find themselves in debt- beCc.ufPGv 
of the company store, the -company owned homes, the company owned bank,ett 
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The sharecropper like the worker has but to slave.get a little mohet&rj 
return as reimbursement,and then, pay -it all back to those that gave it 

to him. The landlord like the bp.ss. takes it' out of his right pocket only 
to have it returned to his-lefjnpocfeet; 


Li ving Pe rditions. 

. About the living conditions of'the'*'share droppers and tenants little 
need be said*Their horrible conditons are.well known^and many’s the tale 
that has been written about them,Statistics show that th§ richest state 



m the South tanks lower in per capita income than the poorest state.orb- 
side the region,In 1937 the average income in the South was $314$in the 
rest of.the ‘country it was $604?or nearly twice asmuoh-Even the so-called 
prosperity year of 1929 showed that farm.population received an average 
gross income of only $186 a year-and out of this had to be paid all their 
operating expenses ? fools ?fertilizers, seed,taxes, interest on debus • etc.. One 
can imagine what was,left for thenbare necessities of life,It is hardly 
surprieir.g 5 therefore ? such comparatively ordinary items as autos 3 radxos hand¬ 
books are = relatively rare in many Southern country areas,But this is a 
general picture,The conditions of the sharecroppers is even worsej 

l! For..more_...tha n ha lf o f th e South’s f arm femiliea-t he 53% who..are._ten- 

ants-ilthput. ^ <««-■ -irxmr"%ir ,—^ 

them 
Ear 

average tenant family-received an income of only $73 a person for a year - 
„work.Earnings of sharecroppers ranged from $38 to $87 per person and ax: \r 
income of $38 annually means only a little more than 10 cents a day"£$83 
Report-my emphasis)-.The almost unbelievable ignorance of these people is 
the source of many a joke of our"better comedians " c But when we probe• iintn 
the actual conditions the comedy becomes tinged with a goody portion of 
tragedy. Aware of their very low income (if - it can be termed ’’income”)we eai 
very well picture the modern facilities of these people-the electrical e- 
quipment,running water /homes ,etc»In 1930 illiteracy was higher in the Sot; 
than any place else,Its-are more subject to sickness than the people of a;, 
similar area. 

The same report states that by the most conservative figures four mil-, 
lien Southern families should be rehoused,This is one half of all the fam 
Hies in the South,It is obvious that the houses themselves would convex** 

}| the city slums into mansions by comparison*Not only are the houses rotten 
artlquated?and the breeding .spot of all diseases?but they are situated in 
r the worse places-nesrt to mills or mines or on low swampy land subject to 
floods and not good for anything else,Lack of running water and impure wa 
ter supplies are rather common-all integral parts of that well-known Souv 
ern hospitality.As regards child labor the South leads the rest of the na 
o- ; tion in both industrial and farm work,This employment of children natural, 
has a ver detrimental affect on their education and physical well-being., 
When we consider wages on a whole we are reminded of Marx’s statement tha 
the worse the conditions are under which the proletarian labors,the lower 
-1] are his wages,This is exceedingly so in the South,Wages are tremendously 
ow-especially to the women and children,The Southern families are in much 
ch need of clothes?food?ahd even the basic necessities of life,We must con¬ 
clude that it seems that it is really true what they are saying about good 
if old Dixie ,’i 

Proletarianization and Replacement of the Sharec ropper 
ovd Further investigation into the terrible plignt of th e sharecropper will 
c u: reveal that now he is heir to two effects of the system Under which he opc 
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one hand*the white sharecropper is being replaced by the x 
negro with the larger family*and two,he is becoming proms 


auized. 

The picture of the Southern sharecropping system was once simply 
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the agricultural worker without land,implements,or stock of his own,would 
enter into an agreement with a landowner to farm a portion of his landffho 
landowner would agree to supply the tenats' needs including food and cloth 
ing,against a repayment at harvest time,Thus the tenant becomes a share¬ 
cropper,Now many landowners are combining sharecropping with renting by ma 
ing the tenant turn over to him a minimum number of bales of cotton,Under 
sharecropping the ’cropper and the landlord divided half and half(not corn, 
ing of course the debts of the sharecropper);under renting the landowning 
class has increased its pressure and almost dissolved the system known as 
sharecropping. The system of renting has taken its place which produces m. 
for the landlord and less for the tenant,The renter is obliged to pay a cfi 
tain sum of money,which he must pay to ti e landlord regardless of his inea 
or produce,Sharecropping is now mostly confined totenants with the larger• 
families-which are the negroes,This last point accounts for tie large nurn? 
of whites left stranded in favor of the large-family negroes,who thus sufi 
greater privation because they have more hands to put to work,’.'The negro,i 
seems,has fallen from the "high standards"of pure sharecropping. 


In his book,"Tenant Farmer",B,Cauldwell says:"The real sufferer(in the 
cotton states)is the former sharecropper.Sharecropping,once the backbone 
,of the Southern agricultural empire is rapidly giving way to an even more 
vicious system of labor extraction.,.the sharecropper of yesterday is the 
wage-worker’of today,the man who peddles his brawn for 25 cents and 30 
cents a day...the sharecroppers' place has been taken by the renter,who* > 
pays for the rent of the land whether there is anything leifit for himself 
oi“ not," Thus many f oimer sharecroppers are being proletarian!zed,and the 
may work one day a week,or even ten days a month;and if he happens to be 
one out of five he may qualify for relief work and earn $5 or $6 a week,- 
Many are forced to live on a minimum of #3,60 a week,And these relief wot 
ers are the aristocrats of Southern tenant labor,'.'The planters' preferanc 
for negro teants is ore of the most important factors in explaining why 
the rising tide of unemployment would bear most heavily against the whit* 
However we must point out that the figures themselves are many times mis¬ 
leading in considering the number of each strata.For example,if a tenant 
suffers the Ijss of a mule one year,he may revert back to the status of i 
sharecropper, he position of the various elements is very precarlous-al . 
most always leading from tenant to sharecropper to wage-labor«Many times 
sharecropping and wage labor are combined and the chopper tends to depen 
more and more upon the s*le of his labor power for his livelihoods 
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However .when we say that the system of sharecropping is gi ving way i, Txe 
an even more vicious system of labor-extraction,let it not be assumed ti bef 
the sharecroppers have" dissapeared*The latter; plus the tenants still nv» eco 
ber 42% of the farm population,What we are simply trying to prove is tiu. ac 
the landowning class has found new methods of getting greater profits oisue] 
of these elements- il )by instituting 

pays a stipulate d sum w A „ w 

large families as against” the whites, thus setting" one against the otherJbult 
All this has caused tesrifie chaos in the sharecropping group because irctry, 
of them find themselves "cul !t because of the above, srnal 

thei; 

Tasks of the Share croppers (pro- 

A hasty glance at the horrible conditions of the sharecroppers mighttowe\ 
tempt one to link them up with the feudal serf.What is the distinctionitu.nt 


a policy of renting whereby ohe vioitioi 
gafdless of his crcp;2)by hiring negx-oes with nati 


J e ® USu allow the bad physical conditions to negate historical dif¬ 
ferences in periods and epochs.If the similarity were true than we must 
^conclude 5 tha -1 : on the agrarian-economic field history,is moving backwards 3 
+ v? T e next logical step would have to be the re introduction of capi¬ 
talist relationships - on land-for,on the above assumption,this would be 
progressive,But such is not the case,We must not forget that, feudalism 
S | y . ir . y .. exited j f this point is kept in mind then the difference 

is clear, sharecropping represents nothing less than a result of the gen¬ 
eral position of agriculture under the sway of finance capital in its de- 
cime stage,sharecropping simply means that the majority of the f arm 
population is slowly being proletarianised-from small owner to tenant to 
sharecropper to laborer,etc,This 'slow proletarianization simply adds ad- 
c^.o ^lo^ents to the overthrow of capitalist society .which in terms 

01 yective pre-requisites,was already ripe for its overthrow years ago. 

Linking this question up to the problems of the American revolution, 
wo roust draw the following conclusions?whereas for countries burdened 
wio.i ieuda .1 remnants and which haven’t had the opportunity to develop ag~ 
ricsulture^along healthy,organic,capitalist lines,the slogan of"land to° 
xie peasants 1 which'thereby, means to allow the peasants to function al¬ 
ong capitalise agrarian lines,constitutes a. step forward in economic re- 
laoions,In AmencaCas well as in other advanced countries where the pro¬ 
letarianization of the agrarian elements is taking place)the slogan of 
lano. to cne sharecroppers" or "land to the tenant farmers" can only siv- 
miy a return to;the crude,embryonic forms of capitalist agriculture,not 
only not signifying a step forward but a definite step backward,The slo- 
gan can only mean that we advocate a return of the semi-proletarian ele¬ 
ments to the status of petty-bourgeousie,thus creating a buffer layer be- 
tween tee^capitali^t class.and the proletariat,eradicating the clear-cut 
class uij.ierennations and the setting back of the proletarian revolution- 
The only .possible historical progressive stop forward consists of the sc-' 
• ciaiization ox . the land on which the tenant-farmer and the sharecronper 
i,oi±s,Pencejwnile supporting such immediate demands as a bigger share of 
the crop for the' sharecropper or less rent and taxes for the tenant,we 
can very well at appropriate moments,put forward among them the slogan of 
the socialization of these lands,This slogan is bound to find quick°re~ 
sponse since,they do not own the land on which they toil and by this tim<* 
they have realized the futility of mortgaged farm holdings, 
e - 

_ . , >0 . Ea rner..,,. , an d Peasa nt 

s . ^accs and figures in and.of themselves can,very many times.be mislead- 
n i J-% 9 or mean nothing at gll,Most important is what one does with one’s im- 
plements-they must be utilized correctly,Before we can consider the' ques- 
• ,i. lon ° r a_ farmers and workers alliance,certain terms must be clarified, 

•-i -exactly whom do we^mean by farmer and by peasant?Eaving in mind Russia 
’-•H beiore "^.e Evolution,many people use the word peasant regardless of the 
.vi economy of the particular country involved. Thus Russia.where agriculture 
iv.. ac court oed for s .^predominant part of the national economy is confused v/itc 
ou such a- country like the U.3,,where .in 1937 the farmers(i,e,the farm popul- 
c l tion/comprised 25% of the population and received less th an 11% of the 
jnaoional income,In such.a highly industrialized country like the U.S.agri 
sr^ultural exports as a whole were- only 27% of the total exports of the com' 
met~T.As.we have shown above,the farm population as a whole occupy a very 
small position in American imperialism and now are in a situation where 
tneir condition is not at all.important towards the general prosperitv- 
_(prosperity from the point of view of tee capitalists of course),In Russia 
ghlhowever the reverse was -entirely true,Agriculture occupied a very imnor- ’ ' 
ns tint position in the general economy-the overwhelming percentage of the 
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population was in agriculture and of this group the vast majority con¬ 
sisted of small peasants with small holdings.Therefore it was quite cor- 
*k° sa y that the problem of the Russian Revolution was the problem 
..he P? aSanbE 7 9 e htire affair hinged on whether the peasantry , com- 
prising the vast majority of the population,could be won over to the 

side or tne workers in the struggle against the landlord and the hour- 

geou.sj. 0 # 

I* tb r U. 3.however such is not ib e case.Of the South’s farm families, 
bo/o are ^ oenahts without land of their own*And of the other half that is 
ov/nership-opera.ted>the average farm does not consist of a few a.cres(as 
in Russiajbut holdings of a hundred and more acres is the tendency*Thus 
^r 0 ^ earn farms of 500 acres or more rose from 217.224 to 240 r 316 in 

1937,arid farms of 1000 acres or more rose from 67,405 to 80,620#Thus the 
tendency is for the larger holdings to get larger and the smaller ones 
to decrease or be wiped out by the big ones,We must not confuse the terms 
iarmer" and "peasant"and use them interchangeably,When we spoke of the 
peasant in Russia we meant practically everyone in agriculture except the 
landlord^this meant nea y everybody on the land and thus.the greatest 
majority m the nation. 

But in the U.S.the term "farmer“has an emtirely different meaning,Not 
£ n + ,. doe8 lb lnc 3- u de the holders of farms of 500 and 1000 acres or more, 
but it also means the operators of small farms-practically everybody 
included under the term owner-operator,Why is this so?Haven’t we pointed 
out the terrible plight of the farmers-won’t this create a change in the 
ideology of the small farmers?When we answer this we must consider the 
larmers as still members of the rural petty-bourgeousie who desire,above 
ai- else,to attain to the level of 1h e large holders,Before he could con- 

proletariat he would ask himself what he has to gain 
He knows that the proletariat in the long run won’t give him the land % 
anci no matter how bad his conditions are he will still desire the present 
economy-in the hope that his holdings will increase,the crop be better 
110 . ^ recieve better prices.The pettv-bourgeous farmer will cling to 
ohis straw,no matter how thin,and'will unite with the large farmers a- 
^ainst the workers on this basis,And the large holder .who knows this.wil 1 
+ breams of the small holders in a crisis.There will be 

reductions,better prices,etc/Thus,no matter how bad off thei 1 
? the rural petty-bourgeousie will tai3-end the big holders in tt \ 
xiope that m the long run the big holders will reward them. It is the 
same 'with the urban petty-bourgeous who likewise follows his larger mas- w 

v™ +S r a r ? ward w ? en the battle is over.Actually however we * 

the “ ast ? r no longer needs his lackey he throws him out. Of . 
n 5 t *f Utoraa i tlCal } y erase the possibility of many coming P< 
° f work ? rs in the actual struggle,But we must under- ** 
far ? Ier 18 m ® ant only the large holders but 1b e small nr 
owner -operator,who ever looks sky-ward, be 

- ; ne tenant-farmers-especially the sharecroppers-are in a more or less e l* 
semi-proletarian position.When we consider the strata we must not lose fa] 
sight of the fact that it is very easy to pass’-from one group to anoti - bes 
Gi\.i..s we stated above,th6 loss of a mule might mean the conversion of a soc 
tenant to a sharecropper.The latter are semi-proletarians in another aid 
Gonse-for many months ol^the year they work'on governmental projects andthe 
exist by the sale of their labor-power only,These distinctions must be Jas 
clearly understood when we consider an alliance of the workers and farm-’eti 
ers, ust 


v'J 


pork ers a nd Far mers Alliance ^ 

Keeping in mind the diVf erentiatlms made above between farmer and 
peasant and of the various strata in the farm population}we must reject 
completely the slogan that calls for a workers and farmers alliance*In 
Russia the me33 of the population Consisted of peasants whose problem 
had to be solved. In order to make possible a revolution the small prol- 
~ ctariat had to have them as allies*And the revolution was possible be¬ 
cause of the fact that the workers realized that there were democratic 
tasks that were unsolved*Thus the dual struggle of the worker against 
the bourgeousie and the peasant against the landlord- combined into one 
bright-the workers and the peasants against the bourgeousie and the land¬ 
lords. The unsolved democratic tasks of the peasantry(the majority of the 
population)made such an alliance not only possible but mandatory*Real- 
iing this we can understand how a revolution waa possible with such a 
small proletariat.What can we say about the farmers in the U.S.-keep¬ 
ing in mind the fact that by farmers we do not mean the agricultural work’ 
ersythe sharecroppers or the tenants? 

When we consider such an alliance we must first see if any base of 
agreement exists.In other words,have the American farmers basic tasks 
which have not been solved and which thb proletariat can only solve?Leav« 
ing out th e fact that there will be many poor members of the farm popula¬ 
tion fighting with the workers,we must state that the American Revolu- < 
tion will be a one-class revolution,-in short there will be no such thing 
as a two class alliance,. The petty-bourgepusie as a class is reactionary 
it does not seek the Overthrow and destruction of the economic system but 
its preservation-to'mold it so that it,the petty-bourgeousie, can only alsc 
partake of its fruit.The petty-bourgeousie can play a progressive role wher 
united with the proletariat.Ihus the question noses itself-why should the 
rural petty-bourgeousie unite wiih the proletariat?lhe peasant united 
‘ ~with the proletariat in Russia because they were promised land.But the per 
Sants would prefer to join hands with the landlords if they would give 
them land*But in Russia,because of the predominant role of agriculture in 
the national economy,the ties of landlordism were too closely knit with 
the" big bourgeousie,Expropriation of the landlords'property would have be 
fatal to the big bourgeoisie and to the landlords,To give the peasant the 
land would have meant a complete break with landlordism,As. a result, 
when’the'peasant discovered that the landlords,because of their indissol¬ 
uble ties,could not give them the land,they marched with the proletariat 
against the landlords and the bourgeousie .And so,we had a numerically 
weak proletariat overthrowing the capitalist system* 


I 
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..J Have we in America unsolved agrarian tasks which will admit of.the 
J1 possiblity of a workers and farmers alliance?When one links agrarian 
tasks with giving land,one might be tempted to say that the tasks are 


unsolve d*-what about the landless sharecroppers?The reason for. this is-to 
be found.in the highly industrialized capitalist system prevailing,which 
reduced agriculture to a doomed field and in its wake slowly crushed the 
,0 elements under neath,The answer is the proletarianization of many of tie 
farm, elements*The position of the petty-bourgeousie under capitalism was 
best illustrated by Marx,when he said that capitalism is like a wedge m 
Z society-the further in it goes,the more does it crush everything in the 
middle while those on top go higher and those on. bottom go lower,-‘-nus 
n <3, the reason the sharecroppers have no land is because advanced America 
’ has long been rips for the proletarian revolution*We do not advocate the - 
inn-return of the sharecroppers to the status of rural petty-bourgeousie,We : 
feust move forwards the wheel of history-not help push it backwards* 



Once again jin consi<3er*rig a workers and farmers- alliance we must Kc 
the strata of the farm population well in mind.The rural proletarians 
are not the farmers-they are of the same class as the workers in the 
city.The sharecroppers and the tenants in their precarious position are 
also not the farmers.They must be convinced that their only salvation 
lies with the workers. The only solution to the farm problem is'a spcial - 
ist one.T he farmer does not fight for Jand-he received that a long time # 


he wants are markets for his crops and better prices.The rural 
not fight for the socialization of the land no 
matter hovf small their holdings andhow bad their conditions,He’ll fight 
with main and might to preserve the present economic System with the hop 
■feat he 'll be rewarded.Although his holding is small and his conditions 
basUwith the big holder he sees a possibility of debt reductions,better 
prices,etc. The small holder sees only socialization of his land with the 
workers,ad this makes kim recoil with terror.The big holder will try ev¬ 
erything to woo him because he knows b at the small holder would rather 
have his small plot than a new society.After all is said and done he is 
still too much of a petty-bourgeous, 

Farmer*.; 


we have just said the impossibility of a Farmer-Labor Par¬ 
ty fighting against capitalism becomes obvious.Any such party precludes 
the possibility of an alliance between the two groups,which bubble we 
just burst.No matter what guise it may take,any such party will wind up 
as an ardent supporter of the present economic' system. One however may 
point to the fights of the farmers in the past.lt is true the farmers 
fought-but only against the railroads which took their land and which 
charged high rates,They never like the workers fought against the ris¬ 
ing trusts as such.Their fight was always based on their own interests. 
The tremendpus strikes and battles of,labor are indelible proof of the 
fact that the workers did not fight one trust but the entire system of 
capitalist exploitation,which was organizing against them. 

The best proof of how the farmers will fight was offered by the Her- 
shey Strike.Here,the farmers,faced with the loss of their markets for *’ 
milk,became the best agent of the bourgeousie by actually organizing 
groups to physically break the strike,'The American farmer s want their - 
markets and better prices,They are the most nationalistic group-what hr 
wants is a good crop,a good price and a good markets.And if he organiz 
-against the workersin one strike,what won’t he do in a revolution??? 

No base for a workers and farmers alliance-no base for a workers and 
farmers party.Any Farmer-Labor Party will merely be another worthy age 
and ardent enthusiast of the economic system existing. 

The Government and the Tenant Farmery 
The Bankhead Jones Farm Tenant Act provides for loans to be handed 
out by local coBpaittees composed of those controlling the ones who cob 
trol the sharecroppers,H.Wallace in his 1937 report states!"Such a prt 
g£am cairn©t lift a large proportion of our tenant farmers to the ownei 
ship status",When we consider that 2 out of 6 are tenants and that far , 
tenancy increased fro* 1880-1935 at the rate of 33,468 farms a year w( 
are inclined to agree-.No-not many will be elevated to the ownership si 
tus.The social revolution against the combined force of earn ip list ex- c 
ploitation is the only way out for these elements. ' « 
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THE LAST APPEAL OF THE HUIQARIAH SOVIET GOVHPdMEFT TO THE v/OHEIITO 
CLASS OF HUITGARY 


To the Working People of Hungarys 

Comrades'}"- Proletarians I . - The international and the Hungarian. c oun~ 
thr-revolutioh are swooping clown with grim fhry-upon the Hungarian 
Soviet Republic.} libhe state of the poor and the workers, the destroyer 
of the dominion -of capital} the. constructor of. .Socialism* 

The police free of the international counter-revolution of tin cap! la. 
fists, the Entente, has set its armed hordes upon us.. The misled ano 
terrorized mass of proletarians which has been welded to the .slave- 
chains of the Roumanian boyars or forced to groan under the- yoke ox 
Czecho-Slovakian capitalists is stirring against us. in order to drive 
the proletariat.-ofHungary back into that pool of misery of bondage, 
and exploitation which the Dictatorship of the Proletariat ha.s driea ■ 
On command - of French, English, and American capitalists and ..Czech an, 
Roumanian nationalists, Czecho-Slovakian, French, 'colored’peasants 
and workers are attempting to force the liberated Hungarian -prole tar- 
■iat once; more under the yoke of the capitalists and oppresors*,. The- 
attack which they are directing against the fule of the Hungarian pro¬ 
letariat purp oses to re-establish the 
' of prod i ct . iogu .. ", ■ ; 

They want to return the - banks and hence tharcomplete dominion over the 
economic life of the country to the-money^kihgs, ;- , 

-They want to,return to the stockholders their- dividends.' and their un¬ 
earned income-and to turn the hard labor ofethe' miner and .the. inausn,/ 
of tie faetofy''worker once more into a sat fee—of prosperity and ease 
fer the idlers. . ’ 

They want to give - bade all the means of production, ^ the;.- factory, the 
machine, the raw material, the transportation facilities, to the ex¬ 
ploiters and once more set upon the workers’ necks the boss, tne di¬ 
rector, the slave-driver, -j ■ 

They* want to force the'workers to pay the interest on the war loans 
and surrender a tithe out of the return from, their labor to the dronet 
'the various rent-profiteers, wu" 

They want to reinstate the landlords whom the country people have dr - 
eh out and to thrust the poor peasants, -the* small landholder, tne 
squatter, tie agricultural workers back into "the condition ot serxaoi 

They want to put the confiscated money and jewels back into the hands 
of the rich so that they may be able to continue their luxurious, in¬ 
dolent, frivolous life which is a bane to society. 

The house-rent usurers.and the usurious dealers who .without any .neces 
.-•.sity or cause have raised the price of every commodity - these they 
want to let loose once more upon the proletarian consumer,. so uhat ti? 
value of his money may decrease still more. They want to recnce .wag^- 
andincrease the hours, of 'labor, in short, whatev er the_ _ J reyo]irt i i^.Aja^. 
built up in the -.wav of Socialist institutions they want • to- -tesr.'^aown 
and "distort! l, '. 







( 12 ) | 


The international counter-revolution aims to force upon us once more <: 
with armed might the dominion of private property# the strength ox th^ , 
capitalists# and it aims to'drown in the blood of the workers > chat | 
mighty work of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat# a work wh-u^h nas ( 
carried us amid a thousand dangers and sufferings but with giant s tr j.o| 

toward the world of Socialism, * 

h 

Under the protection of the international capitalistic counter-revolt!- j 
tion preparations are being made to organize the Hur^rian,^pjnit^^ii^2i; 
lution . 

Under the protection of the Roumanian and Czecho-Slovakian army of occ? 
pation the great Hungarian patriots have gathered to lay waste the Hun¬ 
garian land with the force of arms. In Arad the landlords# ohe C &P?-jo¬ 
ists, and their beholden retinue of bourgeois politicians have establi¬ 
shed an opposing government. Like the Russian leaders of l^y-'j 30 
day the representatives of the ruling classes are clearing the way 101 
the present hostile invasion. They are trying to organize awhi_ue_ gut 
for the white government. The justices of the peace# the notaries# u* 
little autocrats of the comitats, the former congressional representa¬ 
tives of privileges# the grafters, who have been deprived of their ^ 
business, the bankrupt adventurers# all the derelicts of the worn-out, 
and overthrown political parties# finding support in the Roumanian ana 
Bhench arms are preparing to revive the class government of tyranny an 
oppression, they are organizing to wrest the political power from the 
poor workers and peasants and to entrust it again to those mercenary ^ 
oppressors and politicians# to those classes whom only the storm ox tv.- 
revolutions was able to shake out of their political seats of power. 

The Dictatorship of the Proletariat as transition stage of the state 
to Socialism - that is the watchword of the Hungarian Soviet Republic 

The dictatorship of the oppressors and exploiters as a permanent form 
of governmeii - that is the emblem of the counter-revolution. 

In the factories# in the fields# in the offices# all power to belong 
to the’workers# the producers - that is the significance of our red 
banner. 

All authority vested in the landlord, the manufacturer, tie banker, 
the 11 shop - that is the motto which sullies the white flag of our 
opponents. 

The preparing and establidi ing of Socialism - ^ that is the purpose and 
the reason fox* existence of the Soviet Republic, 

Hie vain attempt to revive capitalism - that is the economic program 
of the counter-revolution. 

Hence, it is not a war# whose furies are now being loosed upon us# eve 
"though it is being conducted by the force of arms# _but.an armed. cIasJ 
struggle which Hungarian and International capitalism is carrying on * 
against the proletariat of Hungary, the advance guard of the world re 
volution. This conflict is the struggle for the existence and develc 
ment of the working class# a life and death struggle which will mean 
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■one realization or the overthrow of* Socialism, and every proletarici.r 
is a traitor to himself, a traitor to his class, a.traitor to ‘the ^ 
sacred cause of the social world revolution, a traitor to the world- 
redeeming idea of Socialism, who does not now.mth all his readiness^ 
to sacrifice, with all his energy, with all his courage, nis Ine ana 
limb, his work, his manhood, stand by the endangered revolution, the 
besieged Dictatorship of the Proletariat, the hard-pressed cause ox 
Socialisms 

The organized workers of Budapest are at this moment at the front hold- 
ing over the dominion of the proletariat a shield made ox their own 
living bodies. The pick of the workers have taken up.arms i 11 *, 0 . ei *? 

even at the’cost.of.their lives, to defend'the great idea ox the true 
of the' workers, to protect the cause of the soc i a.l wo rid . ..revolution 
from any reverse, 

'Wife believe that the great energies of Socialism poured forth in an 
inexhaustible stream will render this Red Army, which is xigntiug tne 
class struggle of the Workers against the hordes of the exploiters anc. 
oppressors, invincible 0 But this struggle necessitates the workj^the 
sacrifices'of the workers and poor peasantry of the whole country! 

We, therefore, call all proletarians, the workers of city and village 
all the Adherents of outraged Poverty demanding power, to arms. We __ 
call upon the proletariat of the occupied districts to prevent with ax. 
lawful and. unlawful means, with all methods of open and underground 
warfare, the■organization of the white counter-revolution and t° light 
with every weapon of individual and mass action against all counter¬ 
revolutionary classes, groups, and individuals! We call;upon every 
proletarian of the occupied districts to obstruct 

t he wa r which the international and• Hungarian cap.itali s.tg. are waging^ 
against the Hungarian Revolutionary Soviet Republic, against the ru-e 
of the toiling masses of the poor, 

ait let the capitalists and the counter-revolutionists heed the follow¬ 
ings 

The cause of "the Proletariat, of the social revolution cannof fall, in 
fact it is obviously making strides the world over. And the forces 
of*the proletariat will advance to the points where at this moment 
the counter-revolutionists are hiding under cover of the arms oi.the 
imperialistic conquerors, and "then our setilemeii with those who intro¬ 
duced armed civil war against the rule of the proletariat will be 
merciless,and unsparing! - But until we are able to extend the power ox 
the proletariat to those districts which have been wrested from us, we 
owe it*to our own principles, and the obligation which -we have assumed 
toward the world revolution, to work with all our might to destroy roc. 
and branch the economic system of capitalism and tie state phased upon 
oppression and force, and out of the construet;|ye __forceg i ^f_„§<^i&fci^m 
to rebuild and perfect it as-much as possible in the triumphant* in¬ 
domitable spirit ofthe Dictatorship, of the Proletariat* 

Long live the International Socialist World Revolution! 

Long live the Dictatorship of the Proletariat* 

'Long live the Hungarian Soviet Republic! 

• Y * 

THE REVOLUTIONARY SOVIET GOVERHMEITY 
* - Quitted — Insert? - THE HUNGARIAN SOCIALIST PARTY. 

o c 'o to our proletarian (The Glass Struggle , August, 1919) 

brothers at the front ,.. 
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In keeping with the editorial policy of the '‘Spark" we invite pole¬ 
mics from opponent organizations. In this issue there appears an . 
article by comrade Mienov - "The Party, and the Proletariat"- which - 
is a polemic directed principally against the tendency that centers 
around the magazine "International Review") the Libertarian organ* 

"The Vanguard" and "Living Marxism") theoretical organ of the Coun¬ 
cil Communists. Should any of these organizations care to reply to 
this article, the pages of‘the "Spark" are open'to them. 


THE PARTY AND THE P R OLETARIAT 

Introduction 

Queries have been directed at us, from many sources, by workers who 
desired to know the stand of our organization with regard to the. 
Leninist position on the Party. These questions have come princi¬ 
pally from people who cannot understand how it is that we can refuse 
to label the Russian state ‘'proletarian 9 in character and yet adhere 
to the basic principles of Leninism. Stalinism, in their eyes, re¬ 
presents nothing else than the continued march of Leninism. In their 
haste to prove their argumert , they have especially picked out_the 
Leninist position on the Party as offering the best corroboration of 
its synonymity with Stalinism. Aside from the Anarchists who throw 
only vulgar epithets at Leninism, the "International Review" seems to. ... 
be in the vanguard of the forces which aim to prove, theoretically, vw 
that the Party-vanguard concept of Lenin was just what caused the 
degeneration of the Russian revolution. The magazine, "Living 
Marxian" of the Council Communists seems to have derived its name by 
propogating the death of the original Marxian concept which argued fo 
the necessity of a vanguard party. 

'Eiis article, therefore, had to be changed to serve three purposes. 
Whereas originally the author only intended to take up the relation 
of the Party to the proletariat in a general theoretical light, the 
confusion engendered by the above-mentioned tendencies made it nece¬ 
ssary to review the Leninist polemic against the Russian Economists, 
which serves veiy well as a polemic against the "Economists" of our • 
day, i.e., the above-mentioned tendencies, in order best to illustral ' c 
what is meant by a "Leninist Party position". Secondly, the article j 

had, of necessity, to treat with the relation of the Soldievik Party c 
to the proletariat in the Russian revolution. We think this the bei r 
method of combatting the oft-made attempt to link up the Leninist g 
Party position with the dead'corpse of October. c . 


The degeneration of the Russian revolution has resurrected many a pf. 
struggle which preceeded the revolution. It is strange that after a VG 
lapse of more than a decade since internal differences shook the re- p 0 
volutionary movement in Tsarist Russia, the revolution should have p-g 
come and gone and we be still debating the same problems whch the ye Ulr 
1917 should have settled once and for all. That only goes to prove p 0 - 
that the divergencies of opinion which then prevailed were of a deej up¬ 
rooted character and -that such differences will remain alive until as fe 
capitalism has been ended. s p a 

st r 
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The "International Review" and Co, point to present day Russia as 
offering a vindication of the correctness of their long held anti- 
Bolshevik view. Martov has been resurrected, his polemic against 
Lenin’s "State and Revolution" translated into English and the cru¬ 
sade against Bolshevism is on in full force. Here and there Rosa 
Luxemburg’s views are given wide currency (which they well deserve)- 
all to prove 5 that there is no necessity .for a political Party which 
will act as the'vanguard of, the working* class. It would be, well for 
these critics of Bolshevism -to cease"'.borrowing' from none.rt.Po sympa¬ 
thetic authors, lliey would-do,' better if they'unlocked-the. keys to 
their' own arsenals,-dug up ; some of the old, rusty sheets. ; of .-the Russian 
Economists papers and*periodicals, ant!-'shewed -to.the’uWbrld-"tHat even 
prior to their "theoretical 1 ! exposes'fo.f : Bolshevism. -.-there were people , 
who, without the need of a totalitariahiStalin-to open their 'eyes, were 
already attacking the theoretical premises of Bolshevism and were pre¬ 
senting the basic political concepts- which our latest critics are now 
reformulating.. 

' t ■: * ' • f * ■' 4 -? , , t 

Ihe question which had its importance then, and still deserves primary 
consideration, relates to the role.of consciousness in historical de¬ 
velopment, The Economists maintained then as ou£ Bolshevik critics 
maintain now that? 

( 1 ) spontaneously the working class gravitates towards socialism. 

( 2 ) the injection of the bacilli of revolutionary ideology by a po¬ 
litical party of the working class is unnecessary since politics 
always follows economics. 

(3) the working class by its economic struggle against the capita- 

14 * lists reaches spontaneously that socialist consciousness which 

enables it to overthrow bourgeois society. 

From these^false premises follow two logical conclusions? first that 
the economic struggle Is primary, basic. Secondly, that the building 
of a vanguard political party is unnecessary, in fact only serves to 
keep the working class in the tow of a few leaders who will utilize 
them_for their individual purposes. Nevertheless, when forced to re¬ 
cognize that there existed a political struggle, the Economists in¬ 
dulged in lip service to political propaganda by declaring that? "po¬ 
litical agitation must be the superstructure to 1 h e agitation carried 
on in favor of the economic struggle," 

1 Ip summing up the viewpoint of the Economists, Lenin attacked them prin 
cipally for "their conviction that it is possible to develop the class 
political consciousness of the workers from within, that is to say, ex- 
y c'lusively, or at least mainly, by means of economic struggle," In 

sf fighting against their formula of "giving the economic struggle a po¬ 
litical character", which, translated into action, meant using politi¬ 
cal agitation to fulfill the economic demaids, Lenin, quite correctly, 
pointed out that the economic struggle of the workers is very often 
connected with bourgeois politics. In fact, the mere realization that 
the workers have not advanced beyond trade union, organization only pro- 
* a ved to Lenin that bourgeois ideology still dominated them. The road he 
pointed out was not for mere indulgence in political activity to ful- 
- fill the economic demands as formulated by a pure and simple trade 

ye unionist engaged in trade union politics, that is, bourgeois reformist 
ve politics, Lenin strove to elevate the economic struggles to the 
eei higher forms of struggles, to the political battles 5 not to use politic 
.1 as a lover for the realization of the economic demands but to capture 
state power. For that purpose the form of organization to lead in the 
struggle could only be.the Political Party. 

' 


The 
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p.cave vi ews» x or the infoi’ms.tion of our anti-Bolshevik critics, not 
oo.ij oonotitufe the Leninist position but also the Marxist position# It 
would be well that this ‘‘new labor tendency' 1 as our friend critics la¬ 
bel themselves <» (especially the authors of the "International Review" 
and "Living Marxism" in America and the "Revolbtionne proletarienne" 
in Franco) would also polemicx?e against Marx* writings on the Party 
question as they love to do against Lenin’s. Or must we conclude from 
this that the crusaders against Bolshevism prefer to quietly disasso-. 
ciatc tie mselvos from Marx’ writings under the cover of a barrage against 
Leninism? ...... 
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Lenin strove to adapt the Marxist position on the party to the specific 
Russian requirementsV In adhepiftg to his basic concepts} we } not being 
dogmatists} do not have to accent his membership-organisation idea, an 
error ho committed) which though not of magnitude importance} (never¬ 
theless important) could have only been made in view of the peculiar 
economic and political conditions then prevalent in Russia. 

Faced with a wide espionage system on the part of the Tsarist regime, a 
well_ organized police system which arrested daily hundreds of revolu- # 
tionists and thus destroyed the organisational apparatus they had built 
up? Lenin, strove to create a well knit secret Party stricture which 
would very well stand match to the police set up. This organizational 
structure which he proposed'led to the discarding of the erroneous Eco¬ 
nomist view on organization# A realist} he saw the necessity of coor¬ 
dinating -the work of the then existing Social-Democratic circles, of 
putting an end to the interrupted character of work which, because of 
police arrests, 'was characteristic of the radical movement. He strove b., __ 
give it a continuity of action. That could only be accomplished 5 not 
by Economist phrases of a spontaneous action of the working class which 
supposedly would legalise the Russian radical movement} but by counter- 
posing consciousness to spontaneity, by giving the spontaneous movement 
a head, a leadership which could point the way and load this movement 
to correct channels of struggle. This leadership had of necessity to 
consist of trained revolutionists, or as Lenin put it, "wise men" who 
could avoid arrest. 

Answering the objections of his critics that his proposals to appoint 
District leaders and coordinate the secret work in the central committe. 
of e-ten^wise men" was undemocratic, Lenin replied that, from a formal 
standpoint the accusation was correct. But "is it possible", he asked, : 
"xor all^the revolutionists to elect one of their number to any parti¬ 
cular office when in the very interest of the work,he must con cea l his 1 
idQ bt’ft y from nine out of ten of these ’all’ "? Broad democracy in .. t 
party organization, amidst the gloom of autocracy and the domination oi o 
gendarmes, he held to be nothing more than a useless and harmful toy, c 
since under such conditions no revolutionary organization ever did or | ii 
ever could practice this broad principle, tc 

• ar 

That on this point Lenin was correct, only people to whom the subject! Ru 
factor, the organization of revolutionists into a Party, plays no part-of 
in making history, will take issue. We must, however, take issue with th< 
Lonin-s concept of membership in Party organization. Lenin, as it is as 
very little known in "Leninist Circles", stood for a Russian Social- cor. 
Democratic Party which was to be' composed "chiefly of persons engaged str 
in revolution as a profession." Again we must emphasize that this ssi 
membership-organizational concept he did not hold applicable for othei tioj 
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ir 


^ v » r~t ^ 

countries. Speaking about the German Social-Democratic Party he, quite 
ligntly sanctioned the paragraph which stated? ’’Membership of the Part¬ 
is open to those who accept the principles of tie party programme, and* 
render all the support they can to the party”, Lenin’s error can be ano 
must be explained. But it cannot be explained the way the "left” critic:, 
explain it? that Lenin was interested in building a Jacobin party and 
therefore desired only the bourgeois intellectual element as Party mem¬ 
bers, Quite the contrary* Lenin sought ways and means by which to take 
the untrained worker elements and elevate them to the position of pro** 
fessional revolutionists. Conversely he demanded of the'intellectual 
party leaders that they make contact with the workers in order to so¬ 
lidify the bond between the professional revolutionists and the working 
class. In his task of creating a party of the working class, Lenin, 
however, was overwhelmed by objective factors which contributed to his 
error on the.mentioned question. There was the small working class which 
was just arriving at elementary trade union consciousness and which as 
yet diq.not possess that training and socialist consciousness deemed 
essential to build a.Party, On the other hand the student intelligent¬ 
sia was already attaining to socialist consciousness and was ready to 
give leadership to^the working-class. Confronted with the necessity of 
an immediate organization of a Social-Democratic Workers Party, Lenin 
refused to wait for that'day when the working class, of itself, ’’spon¬ 
taneously', would attain to socialist consciousness. Thus, it can be 
seen, it was. the existence of the above mentioned condition, the lack 
oi socialist development on the part of the workers and the readiness 
°£ t V G .? art 2? the intelligentsia to throw itself into battle against 
absolutism, that led Lenin to the erroneous conclusion. It must be 
emphasized, however, that whereas Lenin on paper declared himself for 

^ 0 ^ 0se ?^ c ? ie J 1 ^ of Professional revolutionists, in action he 
corrected himself by following another road. The Boldievik Party, prior 
the revolution, became rooted in the masses, resulting in the domina¬ 
tion of proletarian elements in its organic composition. 

" II ■ 

S e r ,^ 1 ues " i: ’v 0ri 4 .v" t ' h ai *d is the relation, of the Party towards the seizure 
J he Proletariat. We have said that the Party leads the 

• towards the seizure of power. Does this signify that the 
the Po^r and concentrates it in its hand for the prole- 
S r +5o -d,, Puestion ? having been debated during the actual progress 
r»r>*i-n+ Russian Revolution, is reaching wider polemical heights as a 
result of the degeneration of October. . 


+®S‘? + ° b ^ G ^ ed t0 laying the question posed? dictatorship of the prole* 
n-p rin-ho+T op the t Party. Posed in such a manner, the axis 

^ ed from economics and class domination to the bourgeois 
/ ^democracy vs* dictatorship fr j which prevents an economic 

* °? fristory. Such a manner of putting the question would 

• o2? ay -u al ?° play lnt0 the hands of those ’’left” anti-Bolsheviks and 
cnarchists, who give as the chief cause for the degeneration of the 

o?°+i an ^ ^ , olu ^ lon the fact that the power was concentrated in the hand 
■~:u +wS, u Bols frcvik Party instead of the class. Thus they fail to see that 
tfr 1 c^eneration of October was not a result of the one Party regime 

1 _ but that the substitution of the workers organs with Farty 

-'Jo+2 , f 1 was only a pfreno^enon which had its origin in the economic 

of , Ru3sla 5 in ffre backwardness of the nation, making it impo- 
_ JssiPic f°r the .small proletariat, without the aid of the world revolu- 
th^xion, to overcome the usurpation of power. 
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Lanin did net seek to abolish the powers of the Soviets. in °f dar K 

stituto them with the Party organization. The fact ^ains thshevi/con- 
against such attempts. Understanding 'that the cry againu „nviiutionary 

trol of the Soviets was only a stratogon which the couiiter-rovelut ^ ^y 
parties hoped to impose their control, Lenin sought -to r ^t,an t. 4v i 

organs and lead them away from the influence of the Menshevik-Social 

Revolutionary-Anarchist leadership. _ ATlf . nimdo d 

"The functions of the party, collective must in nc case bu confound 
with the powers of the state organs, such as are the Soviet.. suen a 
confusion would yield disastrous results, particulariv in the military 
field. The Party endeavors to direct..^e_ac tivi ty ti ,of^he^oyiots_b_— —- 

to replace them ." 

Nobody who is a Marxist would at aH attempt :t° deny that tbe shifV of 
power from the hands of the Soviets into the Bolshevik Par / ah, 

tion acted as a contributing factor in the degeneration of.October, All, 
however, are forgetting that this ocurronce, or this bureaucr^tizat , 
was not a result of the strength of the workers’ rG P ab ^ c of the I 

weakness. The three years of fierce struggle demanded on the part g* 
proletariat initiative, decisive decisions, drastic imeasures. 
proletariat was numerically small, its hold upon the e -3^xpressed' 

the lack of industrialization, not significant y g ^ organs 

itself in the impossibility of the proletariat^t c _J? ca p nfe. 
of power of its own which could dominate the n~. organs of power, con- 
The Soviets, erroneously pictured as abas Log|L vi ets P in which 

tained a preponderance of peasant elements.(only th ® Gsen ted working 
the proletariat was the dominant numerical fo J. , which represen- 
class organs of power. The All Union Congress of soviet, WJicn q v 

ted the Soviets as a whole, contained a P^ e PJ nb %5etarian P p?wer) It was 
ments and could not be considered an organ of P nointed to the 

no accident that Lenin, before the seizure of P™ Gr >Pointed concept of i 
Soviets as expressing in the clearest form the old B° b | b ^ikConcept . 

the "democratic dictatorship of the P raleta J iab . a P d + ?® a ^ ol etar^t~could J 

^ing„t^_c^^^the_oiily Leal„org^p_tgB£Uga^ .S ;; _-_-— gense ft t 
exoress its class,_doninati_n_m§^th e , Bolshevik ,^rLy. in i h1 bv t 

could belaid that the working class dictatorship bec<xic reaizau q- 

means of the dictatorship of . the Bolshevik Party. . tvhereas on 

Such a phenomenon presented two contradictory -P p ar ty made 

one hand the concetration of power into ^ ^s'nnination over the pea- 
possible the expression of the working class donation <over ■^ P 

santry, since by means of democratically elec Sov i e ts! on the other 

bourgeois rural element would have dominated S rkers s tate witl 

hand this Party control of power termed by Lenin, a g 0 ^. the aestruo 
bureaucratic distortions" contained within it the gurm 

tion of the proletarian rule. ^ 

The October revolution, we have said was a proletarian revolution , vvhej 
by two different'classes, the working class and the peasantry. * or ^ ch ^ 
a revolution, ocurring in a country predominantly P^^ s - ’ pr>il] poli 

the control of the nglitical^wer to P he P^°J^ a ^ to ? t " to obtain thi ^ G 
to mean the use of undemocratic means ; by P^eizSrfof power, elei,, . 
’DGW0X** ’The Soviets % liowevci?^ cit the 1 1 x 10 of t . -p + , y\n ^ h] 

ted 6 democratic al ly J exprossld in the nain the voice £ 

The slogan of all power to the Soviets, if^nrr G unable P to wielc ®fPfs 

SI proletariat, 
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so weak was not able to seize power- by means -of the Soviets, sxne« its 
numerical position would not allow it to dominate the Soyiec-s, Tne o 
shevik Party became the organ through which the proletariat seized, po- 

k wer, ; ■■; • _ ; - 

It is complained thaVthe Bolshevik Party was- undemocratic in substitu¬ 
ting its power for the power of the Soviets. Tt^coula not have, -ctpd 
otherwise and yet put the peasantry in a subordinate position. IhOoC wh 
doubt the proletarian nature of the Bolshevik Party,- or rather those who 
• refuse to believe- thatthe 'Bolshevik Party'expressed -the historic -d in¬ 
terests- of the proletariat*- hew explain the Lefimis-, Gonsti-tu cma wh-c , 


accomplished by the dictatorial hand rt tne uoasney^ -r^ y, 
benefited the working-class. Would the vulgar anarchists, » 
rion for; determining the character of a government is basea <-n the p •. 

•' bourgeois measure of whether the regime is' "autnorieariano x_ . ^ - 
have declared themselves against this act which usurped the Soviet 
power hut which nevertheless strengthened the hands of the proletari . 

' It is interesting to : study the resolution of the _Kronstadt sailors^whoo^ 

. revolt in 1921 is .singled out■today by our anti-Bolshevik critics as 
manifestation *of a loft reaction to the Estate ^capitalist po - _ • 

the Bolshevik dictatorship", Hie suppression ox the Kronstadt re^el 
was a logical step in the preparation of the Bolshevik reg * 

introduction of right wing policies, including the MEP, so ® 
friend critics, Bu t a careful^^ min^ybion^pj!_.■ — r - 
^ indic ate s that the inaur^nt.s._i!m2^ US3iLIZSg3^^ 

the extreme socialistic economic measu r es p olicies _ qf me .,. g ——- x ^--~- 

who demanded nothing shorter 'than a JTCP . 

•• Hie-Kronstadt-sailors’ resolution, despite all the.talk about fr^eelec^ 

: ted Soviets, - democracy, -protests against Bolshevik aath. £- Mttiting 
tains two basic points which form the heart oi xne o-.tuu ro . 

the peasant influence (the peasantry protested against tx_ " d '' Dro fi- 
quisition of grain, since it thereby, liquidated specul^. -j prints the 
tee ring) the Kronstadt resolution demanded: ”To gxve + th^ P-„ 
right to work their"land as they desire, as well -as the ^sents to 
ibis‘point could dniy be interpreted one way- to alhw _ P t far 
function'-ob capitalist agricultural relationships. 

more clear in its championing' of petty-bourgeois inters S o . l nt 0 f 
"Authorize the free production of artisans, without the employment. 

u “i salaried workers," 

C" , , . 

The Bolsheviks attempted to eliminate petty-bourgeois production ^ 

were not able to. In that. sense they were forced to tolerate it. 

3- e . when forced to the wall did they-finally permit it, + i „ +v e true 

uCl ' chists and "left" connunists to attack the NEP as representing 
policy of Bolshevism only to later praise a resolution w.^ p I 
the same changes Bolshevism advoca.ted, is certainly me o 
■£hT\'' * # n . - 

16 i:;We brinv up the Kronstadt affair to show- that even those Soviets wmc * 



v peoxy-Dourgeoxsxe agaxnsx one tiAU’tiut p nr 4* v 

: e .% Shevik Party, Through the revolutionary content < of the p ar ty, 

lT>3 :1 tte Russian proletariat, expressed its class domination. ^ " content.. 

3e lT in whoso hands the power lay, was stripped of its jevoiuti' n J 
the main obstacle in the destruction of the revolution was overcome. 
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When after the Civil War and 

extension of workers aen°oracy, :for tlt * s “ r af The snail working class, 
letarian mss bodies, the task pi . ible t0 a.oninate the economy, 

whose numerical strength made formed bureaucracy, 

was incapable of dictating^ the then a ire a.ayio ^ ^ (the state ca- 

which, supported by economic + "+ 0 f giving up what it had 

uitalisri of the NFP) was not only reluctant - g 0 p workers 1 

bit sketched out its hands for over greater Imitation oi 

cower. The concentration of ?ower into the hands ^ ™ ^ sald , 

already beginning to exhibit its negative aspects.^ — g favo _ Me for 
however, tha.t only under the new ‘ n .f the jjgp) was the re- 

the growth of a bureaucracy (the “troducti^ £international re¬ 
turn to a workers denocracy of October. The Russian 

volution could have prevented the degencr, .ti_n inp . boar< j for world 

Revolution was considered to be “®gd“ ^pressed to rfvolt. 'When the 
SiMoS KfSicffailed, the latter als, 

had to fa.il. 

Thus the concentration.of power into result effort 

cause of the degeneration degenerotion possible ona. 

tain objective conditions Possible, If the criterion 

which also cade this concentration ^ v g°f lon g^ e its acts, in whose 
for determining the character of ngovernnt d ? ctatorsbip .. when used 

interests it functions, then ^ stberejected as incorrect. For 

in describing the regime under Lenin must ^eg lse than a "workers 
the "Party dictatorship" under Lenin was £^^ inself te rmed it. That - 
state with bureaucratic distortions ,c.sLen „ bureaucr atic distor- 
is, the "Party dictatorship" expressed only the joare^ functioning 

tions" arid could not in any sense be cons d < ^ 


In discussing the relation between the P.. y and 1 ^. n< Hjitje iy x t 11 
lesson which must be derived from the Kussiai t J e hands of the Party di 
this: that whereas concentration of PJ W JF 1 letar i an regime, but na; 
Sot in itself signify a destruction noverthel 

even be a measure necessary to save the r gme, whic;h ornstl tut/ 

carries with it the germs of bureaucratizc.ti_n, g 
threats to the workers state. 

Ill 

The workers as a class do not reach social let “^“b^afeoh | 
time; they reach their destination not as . | the proletariat h Jj 

ponent, separated detachments. pertain sc ^ns The duty of those 

cone to the realization of their ^ftoric^l t,. k d ^ tachne ^ t a party £; 
advanced elements is to or f^ z ^ tnemsex be eaid that wit ® ( 

and point the way to the class as a vfcolo. X ction of the proletar ^ 
out the pointing of the way ty thjs advanced section ^ ^ ^ t, 

vanguard, the working class will never est-- n n g ut the pro le.- 

is hot the Party, however, which makes the rev m 

tariat as a whole led by the Pu.rty. ne 

SLefoufo? the'fact Z 
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capitalism is not an even one for all workers. Iteouttrea^cf tho ic- 
_ - + +.hnt. the proletariat as <.. ciabo _ ,■> 


IJLX vyuiiwi o.i iu'-vw. - -1 

volution can at tines signify that ^^^^^elrolSpea the first 
Wrenching socialist consciousness, or has only develop 


£> vj J JL OJ-V-. '•***' 

would enable it t' free i-csoxx xrw ^during the rov.oluti.on_ 
proceed, to smash, the capitaliststate._o-^ingdlss that royolutic- 
itself it is necessary to irguct -nt>.«•^ Q Jf victoriously in its 
narv consciousness which, will enable it t_ n.crg d 'that high po- 

battle against the class.enemy. class to overthrow the , 

litical development which cn ableo ^e w^r^-.i g ^ the er rf the 
bourgeois state, there is no reason ^ gt-riot as l whole, 
state cannot be concentrated m the pxolet.ric.u ap . . \ 

The dictatorship of the proletariat can 2^T n istering of all economic 
potion of the workers as a whole in_ tie „ P 5f poW er to the- 

and political power. In-advocating t o ~<j pow phr ~ se , stripped of con- 
workers councils” we do not use at asw.v ; s V j e nean what we say. 

tent and applied simply for decorative ^ ves ted in the 

We nean control from the bottom, poo - ^ Dictatorship of the pro- 

hands of the workers councils. In shoit.^e dic^ th0 proletariat, 

letariat cannot he construed to mean., ^ c ^Jf° ut F too - ignorant to rule 
in which case the working class itsel:°tuols wh- have sworn under 
hut must cf necessity ^^h^evolcnt^intaiectu lQtari at. Having 

oath not to turn the machinery of statu -g.-^ cnrPle i s the proletariat 

reached that high political develo^ent^-chg^-D icipatlnf? in 

to-overthrow the bourgeoisie, the to-Skd -cx ^ruld in fact prove 
•administering the already conquered st^te^o ^ polit i C o.l f oundations 
easier a since the newly estnblioh^d o ideolopY* ns would be 

do ht’inpose up- n the working class Sfnshipsf but'B&ialist. In 
lie co.se under capitalist the working clo.ss 

other words, the existence >f • hr ideology. With the intre- 

unconsciously, in diverse forn_ , cones c. higher developne 

SSiSorhhO^anOt^^c^^cntroa of power hy the 
workers a simple, elenentary task. 

The dictatorship cf the P rol ^^ a ^ t c ^ n fSScr° extension''of-it. It is 
is not a restriction of democre.cy ^ which humanity has -ev^r 
in fact the, only genuine form of^demerccy sonts c _ dictatorship 

realized. But like every ^ crr i 2. Dr g g ^i-n^of bourgeois privileges will 

of one class over another^ Supprcsoi n o y g^ force , 6f th0 najo- 

bovo to be made. For the lirst time in n ® chainst a mino¬ 
rity-of the population, the ^proletariat, w • - gj, esS towards 

rity-which insists -n exploiting society* Bu^thx^pr |5 olctarlat as 

socialism can only be m J e ^ f + S\?iitic^ W Sd economic life' is under- 
a whole in the management ofthepoUtic -i 
• taken during the transitional epoch. ., 

-tt. political party docs not 

the simple reason, that classes d " p the proletariat would be 

mere concentration of power in the unP cturbed development toward 

| sufficient enough to gu^ ^ upp.tur ^ furthcr ex *s- 

1 ■ lltt XrX 1 “Sioati n once the proletariat overthrew capita 


n 
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lism. With the existence of antagonistic classes, there exists also a 
struggle, obstacles, possibilities of a return to capitalism. Fo smoct,, 
developnent is guaranteed. While on one hand we insist on pi .e g ^ ^ 

power into the hands of the proletarian nass organs, since eve y 
strengthening of the workers* self initiative .only gees to weaken tnc 
enemies of socialism, the Marxist Party, -n the other hand, having - 
clearer foresight of events than the workers as mss possess, msx 
continue its independent existence, help them fight ofi every ck- g, - 
move advocated by other political currents which aim to undermine tne 

existence of workers rule. 

The form of inter-relationship between the proletariat and its vanguarc 
after the seizure of power does not depend on the wishes of i .. u - — 
or the latter alone. It is in the mam decided by the st .te^of economic 
development. One of the chief reasns for the ever increasing ^dtpe 
donee of the Bolshevik Party from the class was the smnUn^oS, nu.a,ri 
cally of the latter, its low cultural and social development which 
turn reflected the backwardness of the country. The Russian prceUP- 
riat was not able to impose its will on the Bolshevik Party, 
the former, numerically weak, could not create such mass org- . 

power of its o V vri which would .be capable of dominating by me • 

cal preponderance, the political life of the country and thu - 
the Party back to its correct road. This tended to create m 

ever widening gulf between the Party and tne proletariat, leading 

nally to a crystallization of a special bureaucratic layer within tn j 

Bolshevik Party, which usurped and finally expr pnated th>_ p - 
of political power® There were tines, however,^when the low cultural 
and social development of the Russian proletariat prevented it frn |l 
seeing its correct needs, forcing the Bolshevik Party to pie , . 

against the popular wishes of the working class only to carry out tnu 

best historical interests. 

Hence when we declare for the development oftho self initiativc^of ; 
the workers, for the complete transference of power , 

thus delegating to the Party a guiding role after thenverthr )W of ea 
pitalism, we are not spmtaneity-ites who declare that at c.J.1 tim . 
working class, unconsciously, always does the right f° b fore 1 

were the case there would not only be no need for a vanguard 
the seizure of power, much less after. Therefore even after 
of power, we see how it might become necessary to combat the sp 
erroneous view of the mass as a whole with the consciousness of thu , 

Party. 

An insight into the coming American revolution offers us,^e optimist 
view that, once the'revolution succeeds, it will not share thu sun 
fate as the Russian, Whereas Kautsky was quite correct in stating 
that modern socialism originated rut of the heads of members of n 
bourgeois intelligentsia, whereas 

helf true for Russia when he declared that, "The mtellectuals are 
good at solving questions »of principle.drafting, pl^ and super-, 
vising the execution of pious... The workers busy themselves with t. f 

application of gray theory in living practice", nevertheless^ in ot 
serving the high industrial one! as a result cultural_ ; ^d social dev< 
lopment of the American proletariat we are 

only will they occupy themselves with the application of ’gray theo 
but will also be the very -nes who will fornulato the deep th r t 
points. There are milli'-ns of American intellectuals who have acqui 
a high education and have been forced to earn livelihood through na 





labor. And then again there are countless thousands who never had a 
higher education but who, living in a highly advanced cultural society, 
have felt the general effects of advanced American life and who are 
quite capable of participating in the solution of theoretical questions, 

^ Prom those objective conditions flow different relationships between the 

'* Party and the class. Firstly, the Party will become more closely knit 
to the class in the sense that it will be not only a proletarian party 
in programmatic declaration but also, in organic..composition. Secondly, 
a leading role in formulating questions of policies will not only be 
played by the intellectuals but'‘by worker elements. Lastly and most 
important, with the seizure of power, we can conceive of no gulf between 
the vanguard and the mass unlike-':the condition that-existed in Russia* 
While the vanguard, even after -the seizure of power, ; will be able to. 
point out. the' road ahead to the mass, the mass, being so adv^mced will 
only follow a road which 'leads to a- strengthening 'of its position, its 
power, its class domination. This high advanced position of tie American 
workers will act.as an asset should the very Party which led_them to 
success degenerate and attempt to lead them backwards to capitalism, 

■'*' ’’ Karl Mienov 

■ • October 27,1938 
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U NEMPLOYED RESOLUTION (gg) 

Unemplorient arises out of capitalist relationships.where goods 
are produced predominantly for profits and not for use. Unemployment was 
| prevalent in pre-capitalist times hut in general was not so widespread 
' because of the absence of the economic crises so peculiar to the capita¬ 
list mode of production. The deeper the crises -and as capitalisra ^con¬ 
tinues to decay they occur more frequently and with greater intensity- 
the more important becomes the question of answering the problems 01 the 
unemployed. Because capitalism has had its heyday, has passed its zenixn, 
and Is now well on the downgrade, as can be witnessed by the manifesta¬ 
tions of the acuteness of capitalist crises- wars,fascism, mass discon¬ 
tent ih forms of strikes etc. the permanent character of tie unemploy¬ 
ed problem, becomes a reality even to the skeptical. Even capitalist tneoi 
ticians understand that the unemployment problem can never-oe solved un¬ 
der the system they still'continue to defend- a system where goods are 
produced for profit, where the machine has displaced the. worker, ^and as 
far as the capitalist system is concerned, left him as a superfluous < 
factor to be granted a mere pittance from the state, to be used to drive 
down the wages of those workers sitll employed, and to be used as a too- 
of fascism, war drives for new markets etc. They begin• to understand what 
Marxists long ago pointed out- namely, that the breathing space between 
capitalist crises becomes shortened and that unemployment^becomes a per¬ 
manent feature in society to relieved temporarily by artificial stimuli^ 
injected at a costly price into the ever decaying body of capitalism, in¬ 
flation, wars, and fascism are the costly stimulants.Since unemployment 
expresses in the most open fashion the inability of capitalism to solve 
even the most elementary needs of the masses, since the problem that ix 
eposes cannot be solved within the framework of capitalism itself, ana 
"since the immediate demands for the unemployed ean be only to better xneir 
conditions as unemployed, the main demand becomes the maximum demand-the 
overthrow of capitalism. To shout, '‘Open up the Factories”, “Work or Wa¬ 
ges”, or to demand work in any other form would be incorrect. The primary 
reason that we oppose the aforementioned slogans and others of similar 
content, is that the demand of capitalism that we, the workers, desire to 
slave under their wage system. It asks of capitalism that.we, the workers, 
should be given the opportunity of working on the old basis- where the . 
boss exploits. Instead of this, the workers should demand unemployment in¬ 
surance and take the offensive in this action, instead of demanding to 
slave under the old conditions. The incorrect slogans mentioned a^ove 
plead to the boss to "allow” workers to be exploited, permits the boss to 
to dictate, and contains the elements of proletarian subservience to hoss 
t rule Never must the unemployed allow the boss to take the offensive. They 
I must demand to be supported by the capitalist state- through unemployment 
insurance. Also it tends to give the illusion that capitalism is capable 
of rehiring the unemployed and that capitalism can be "forced” to grant 
work to the unemployed under the prevailing, bankrupt system. 

As regards the general problem of the unemployed we - must state it 
in a clear-cut fashion. Wes must point out to the unemployed that their pre 
T dicament is an outcome of the capitalist system and that, unfortunately, 

1 ° there is no solution for them as regards their re-employment under capita¬ 
lism, but that their only hope lies in the. dictatorship of the proletariat 
Their attacks upon capitalism, because they have no direct contact upon tn 
economic field, must be predominantly of a political nature. Their protest, 
against the capitalist state must not be voiced in uncertain terms but 
fust demand and not beg a dole. Because capitalism will never be able to 
provide enough for the great number of unemployed, the latter will find 
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themselves more and more in the front ranks of the proletariat strug¬ 
gling against the capitalist state , and calling for its overthrow. The 
demands of the unemployed must be fought for in the streets 5 where 
they will come into direct conflict with the brutal open oppression o. 


the state* where their demands will take on concrete ^ action 01 ^s^rugg. 
against their enemies and where they can take the initiative ox tne eu 
tire proletariat in dealing blows to the state. The unemployed.have n - 
job to protect or lose. They are apt to be more extreme m their do** # 
mands and must be so recognized by the party of the proletariat, fneir 
overlord is the state. The oppressor of the unemployed is not an 1S0 ^ 
tod boss who is a unit of the latter*s dictatorship over all tne pro~e 
tariat, but the political state, the dictatorship. It is understood 
that the mass discontent of this "superfluous" layer m society can be 
very effective if it is utilized correctly. 

Flowing from the above points it can readily be seen how importan 
it is to organize the unemployed into an unemployed organization w,..icn 
we may call the Unemployed Union,It is true that those workers who 
laid off for a short time may desire to remain m their original v 9 **v\ 
union. However, those workers who are unemployed for a lengthy # perican¬ 
not feel like employed'workers any more and must_ then be organized iuu< 
an Unemployed Union. The Union must not only include workers wto are t 
tally unemployed but, likewise WPA workers, who must be made to unaw.- 
stand their status. There must be an interchange of representativesoi 
the Unemployed Union with various unions of employed workers to coopei 
ate on various issues (mentioned later). Regular meetings must be. no..I 
In this way the solidarity between the unemployed and employed con Du- 
come a reality in action. 

The Unemployed Union must not be an organization nf a Workers I 
Alliance type which includes dominantly, the bnoed section of the un¬ 
employed- that section which fights to remain vassals pf + -&e state _pen 
manently, which does not carry on militant struggles 

revolves its activity on the axis of petitioning the •c|pitjlist State, 
The Unemployed IMion must be what its name implies5 a union nth | w-J 
unenrploved base. All unemployed are asked to join, regardless .0- P 
cal affiliations. The militancy of the unemployed, organized in thxs 
manner may then be pretty certain, for the mass pf the unemployed- - 

gfeat section which the capitalist class cannot oribe aremorce.pt ■ 

extreme in their demands. They are the onew.that will ~ead hupg > J 
mass demonstrations on the streets, etc. This is the ' 

employed who cannot tolerate "sugar words" for food- tneir desperate 
ditions make them heed the word of action. It will be most difficult 
the reformists to lead such a union- they will not be so easily ao-e 
tie the workers to the capitalist kite. 

The unemployed question, since it is so important in the high] 
industrialized countries as the United States,_Britain J ig 

tally necessary for the unemployed to be organized into , an 
Union. The workers in this union will be likely to be the most milit 
among the proletariat in struggling against capitalism, ^specially 1 
such a country like the United States the forcefulness of the large| 
ber of the unemployed will be felt. We rayy saythat_theunemployed . 
kers represent about 1/4 of the employable workers in the United Sta 
Cf course the unemployed cannot exert the pressure that workers emp 
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^s^s^trsr^utSSit. «-^^s 1 ai?i2£ST p 5S»J- 8 

After solemnly "condeming the Labor par y, t “ the line is laid down 

only the "pro^gramatlc Indeoendence' of^h^^ party, the £ „ whl ch 

?or "whenever the revolutionists find sot?? entrance into a tabor Party, 
means opening the gates wide for idal revolutionists enter a Labor 

But some will object- why can't individual rovoiu^io Qf mem bers 

Party? We take no issue with concept-Jhe^e^^ from these parties 

into a reformist or centrist outfit rd> B^t this can only be 

and bring them over to the thePoth er organizations coinci- 

done with revolutionists working independent orsaniza- 

dentally with the cry still izat ion of issues ^ ordin J ttolg effort from 

tion on the o utsid e. Without the ^ organizationally and politi- 

the out side-The independence of the p y § h , neVor revolutionists 

cally- to speak of working within a par.y weaver re fact that the 
find themselves in a Labor party 1 becomes a sham. ^ very for 

SWP does not make the distinction between sending in c.rr 

opponents* activity while the party is °^ n ^ich ? s mLifest in every 

makes clear the intent of the cent r * ;3 t *rist has need to write vaguely- 

Kdf roomV^&T capitulate to a number of things, ro- 

"Nevertheless, tho labor party o^evolopmont in general 

the workers themselves, does reveal a ^£3 into whieh it is 

towards class consciousness. Jfo Spite of th n rov , lng realization of 

led by tho bureaucrats, it shows in the 3 f n th0 Republican 

the true character of capltaiiht politics olltloa i action, 

and Democratic Parties and a striving f p , nt Ijh p r0 lt compromises 

tSo^k oftL rfanflnd advanced sections of workorswould bo 

hopelessly sectarian for the rovolutionis p art P # mo | omont becomes pro- 
According to tho Trotsky it cs, th ^ .. S p is no m oro progrossivo) 

grossivo (sinco thoir expulsion, you. ^ tov/ard* class consciousness* 

because it "reveals a progrossivo gontlomoni If tho 

But why limit tho P ro Sros|ivonoss to tho Labor^ ^y,^ & stin 0 

vro-plrors mOVG OVOT to thO StCLliniSt * . i nl i a 4 . nnl 1 tics? Or, 

"SoSossivo movement" of workers away fr °m °apitalisy>olitics^ 

gentlemen, if tho workers moved i n st^ would that show 

SAP, or any other °]^*£zation which y political degree that 

still a moro progressive shift of ° rt _ sgi ^ 4 ovon though tho wor- 


It 




f 3 s looS upon as progrossivo, ovon though tho wor- 

i-i • , . j-i-- WMB v,ofAr>n to OS 


tho workers "move" is xou*uu qwp”r-fors to as 

kors aro snared into a ^nrt^r oracticc and in crisis as bul- 

"theso reformist parties , acting in P revolution. Thoir fifl.- 

warks of capitalism and onomes of th^ so^alifit thom asidc fro m 

so program and porspcctivo dis °^°”; th ^ f 0 rcos of reaction to con- 

rcvolutionary class struggle, end permit th.iorCoS o 

solidatc without effective opposition. ® :) roV oals at„onco a 

This movoment of workers toward c. 1-b | iva y dcvolop mont acts as 
"progressive development and this . of the socialist rcvolu- 

"?ne S of the bulwarks of capitalism °f t ^ m ^ d f H ow can any reformist 
tion." Did anyone over hoar logic of th^t k a ^ of you> that acts 

8g°^S)1SS SdMSr’(In practice ^In’crisi^bo^g S-orallccd 

bulwark^o^eaplbalism Sn^^Sn^f ?hc .SihlUt rovolutloh.»t Perhaps 
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it i« orlv "progressive" for those contomplating on trance into such a 
refoAisMyfnl«,. to Ho mo vdth "pro^tlo indopondonoo 

S5.Srf 


struggle against. The 
remarkable over such 


SKitonoyofTroia*'on Si* Mali 1= 

long p=?i?d o yocrs. Ho Is consistently erroneous 


Wo hove analyzed tho position of Trotskyism on the fundamental °.uy- 

se*«e sj> 

bGOn clo-rly marked. It is tho 1903 child of Menshov ism th-t irotoky 
has coniurcd up for his followers. It must ho exposed as such. She 
prostitution of Lenin's work has thrlgod 

has not violated Win's work least, fo vies ^his honor . 

St-lin orlv being more treacherous than tho latter u o t^ 

uhr s?s end martyrish position on tho political scene. We desire no 
- t 0 f Trotskv- like all centrist tendencies Trotskyism must be sm. 
shod end tho goods elements won over to Winisml ^ 

tide must find Trotskyism washed ashore and b l° w ^ 1 °rfh-'ic t study of 
of time to -ppeer only in writings dedicated to trn, ^rcn^ic swuay 

Monshovism. Trotskyism has one distinction, »°vor^loss, of wh:ich ^ 
’-rnnld c-rtrinlY not deprive it- it opportunely submerged its^ii,irom 
1917 to~1924, to Bolshevism. Lot us now bury Trotskyism with ell du 
honor, for its putrid corpse emanates odor3 wnoch ''ould containing 
L hn i h^oithv ohioct in which Trotskyism once submerged itself, or y 

thoreforo, cannot tolomfcc no conciliation# 
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